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THE CATHOLIC LAYMAN. 



[Mat, 



Ae next moment receive them into beaven, and 
without, it will be observed, a prayer to Jesus, 
even in that dreadfol moment. 

That these unfortunate men sincerely believed 
what they were taught by Mr. Smith and his 
brethren, we cannot doubt ; but that it was a 
frightful delusion under which they laboured, 
and that such delusions, if encouraged, cannot 
fail to encourage crime, and confound all na- 
tional sentiments of virtue and vice among the 
illiterate classes, we think self-evident to every 
rightly constituted mind. These cold-blooded 
murderers did not even make the poor amends of a 
public confession of their guilt, or even a suitable 
display of contrition for it, which, a» far as it 
went, might have tended to deter others from 
following their atrocious example. There is not 
one feature in the case which looks like a charkgt 
of heart arid character ; or affords a well- 
founded foundation for the belief that if they 
bad survived, "they would not have relapsed 
into their old habits of sin." 

We have no doubt that the instructions of 
Roman Catholic confessors, to condemned male- 
fiactors, attain their end with mechanical perfec- 
tion. When once assured that their portion in 
this life is closed, (even though they have spent 
their lives alike regardless of the laws of God 
and man, and gratified every evil passion and 
inclination,) the very worst and most degraded men 
will doubtless gladly enough employ any means 
tvikich they are assured will obtain for them happi- 
ness in the next world too ; and will eagerly seek 
for absolution, which they are assured will wipe 
away all their guilt, and convert them from crimi- 
nals into saints and martyrs. But that there is any 
warrant, in either Scripture or common sense, 
or even in the pecnliar doctrines of lioman- 
ism, for holding ont such men as the happiest 
at men, who have Heaven in their grasp, 
and for whose departure we have most reason 
to rejoice, doe* appear to be, not only unsound, 
bat dangerous in the extreme. 

Pray does the Rev. Mr. Smith believe in pttr- 
gatory f and, if so, what did he mean by telling 
Qnin he should be next moment in Heaven ? 
What must have been the teachings of Mr. 
Smith and his co-adjutors, appears too plainly 
&om the resBlts npon the wretched criminals, 
whose minds seem to have been wholly relieved 
from all such notions as that of expiating the 
temporal consequences of their guilt in purga- 
torial fires; and yet, if either Mr. Smith or Quin 
believed in purgatory at all, how could they 
hope that such a man could escape its ordeal ? 

We, of course, would not wish to convey an 
idea that it is not in the power of God to forgive 
the sins of the greatest criminal at the latest 
bour of his life, or to deny that such a conver- 
sion, however late, may be sincere, and include 
a real change of heart. The case of the peni 
tent thief on the cross is proof of the reverse. 
But we would guard our fellow-countrymen 
ftata being led away by a misapplication of that 
ease, to others wholly unlike it, as the Rev. Mr. 
Smith appears to have been. It has been well 
said that, " there is one such instance given in 
the Holy Scripture that none might despair; 
there is but one, that none might presume." 
We think, however, it is too often overlooked, 
that the case of the penitent thief was 
an extreme one ; and that the faith manifested 
by him was of so extraordinary a character that 
we have more occasion to wonder at its being 
produced, than that, having been produced, it 
should be so rewarded. He confessed Christ 
before men at a moment when no other voice was 
raised in his behalf; when no other was able to 
discern the spiritual character of the Messiah's 
kingdom; when all his disciples had forsaken 
him and fled. We should remember, too, that 
Haa pardon of the penitent thief was pnmoaaced, 
Bot by a fallible man, but by one whose ^e 



could pierce the minutest secrets of the heart, 
and probe the sincerity of his penitence, when 
he expressed his "fear of God," and acknowledged 
the "justice of his condemnation," and prayed tlM 
Lord to " remember him when he should come into 
His kingdom." — St. Luke xxiii. 40, 42. — Donay 
Bible. We think there is a vast difference be- 
tween that and any other case, and that it is 
presumptuous in the highest degree for any mere 
man to promise forgiveness of sins in considera- 
tion of confessions, which may have been (and 
probably were) extorted only by an experience 
of the judgments that those ains had brought 
upon him. None can have a right to promise Hea- 
ven, but He who could judge, not by the outward 
appearance, but was able to discern in the 
humility, and faith, and patience of the thi^ on 
the cross, the embryo of those graces which would 
have developed themselves in a holy life, had he 
been spared. 

It may tend, no doubt, to exalt the powers of 
the priesthood in the eyes of the ignorant and 
vulgar, to represent them as able, in a few mo- 
ments, to exalt the greatest criminals into saints, 
immediately fit for heaven, by the sacraments of 
penance and the Eucharist, without even the fur- 
ther sacrament of extreme unction ; but wethiok 
our readers will agree with ns that such assump- 
tions are presumptuous in the extreme, and cal- 
culated only to degrade Christianity, and do a 
grievous injury to society at large. 

We feel deeply convinced that no thoughtful 
and intelligent Christian, of any denomination, 
can believe that a well-managed death can be, 
in God's eyes, a substitute for a well-spent lift, 
or doubt that such scenes as we have described 
are calculated to do infinite injury to the cause 
of both truth and virtue. 

The only preparation for death suitable to 
Christians placed in a state of probation like 
this, and which we have any sound warrant for 
believing will be effectual, is not the having ex- 
cited any particular feelings and emotitms, or even 
the most unseemly and irrational transports in 
the hour of death, but a daily life of prayer and 
watchfulness, acting constantly with reference to 
God's holy will, and seeking every opportunity 
to cultivate those virtuous habits of mind which 
alone can render us meet to be " partakers of the 
inheritance of the saints in light." 
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THE 



CARDINAL BELLARMINE AND 
CATHOLIC LAYMAN. 

TO THE EDITOR OF THE CATHOLIC LAY51AX. 

SlK — ^Tum, if you please, to Tolome i., page 98 of the 
Catholic Layman, and candidly say, have yon or have 
you not made an honest use of the passage qaoted at the 
top of column 3, from the writings of UeUarmine, and 
purporting to contain the real sentiments of that gifted 
controversialist? You make him to teach that — "If the 
Pope through mistake should command vice and forbid 
virtue, the church would be bound to believe that vice is 
good osd virtue evil, imless she would sin against con- 
science," aad then yon add, " ! ! ! " by way of expressing 
your horror at the monstrous assertion. But what, Mr. 
Catholic Layman, will your readers say, when I tell 
them that this is a garbled extract, and that, with all the 
caution and honesty in the matter of quotations for which 
yott pride yourself, you have manifestly committed your- 
self here (I wiU not get say advisedly) to a false one, 
for which I call upon you to make the amende 
honorable in your next numbier. But now to the proof, 
which I shaU give yon in the ipsissima verba of Dr. 
Milner, End of Controversy, Richardson's edition, page 
430, note — " The following is a specimen of Barrow's and 
Tillotson'i chicanery, in their Treatise of the Sopiwnacy 
— Bellannine, in working up an argument of the Pope's 
in&lUbiiity, says, hfpotheticaihf, by way of proving the 
falsehood of Ins opponents doctrine, that ' tbia doctrtne 
would oMige the church to believe vices to be good and 
virtue to be bad, in case the Pope were to err in teadiing 
tl»i«-' — Bell, de Scon. Pont, U iv^ c £. Bene* tbMe 
writers take occasion to affirm that BeSarmine fetitivefy 
teackm thai — ' if the Pope should err by enjoining vices, 
or forbidding virtnes, thecharch would be boond to b»- 
li«ve vices to be good and vnloes eviL''— p. J03i This 
shniucfal paralogism has been token up bv most subse^ent 
Protestant contiovertists ! ! .'" 



Should yoH refuse to publish this letter, sr seek ta < 
the difKculty in which I have placed you, I shall esteem 
all your past and future professions of honesty and 
straightforwardness " velut a^ sonans aot cymb^am 
tiimiens." — 1 Cot. xiii. 1. 

I remain, sir, your very humble, 

'Tboogh watchful servaat, 

iNVEsnoAToa. 
Galway, April 21, 1854. 

Whatever may be the merits to which " Investigator " 
can justly lay claim, watchfulness is the very last to which 
we should have expected him to make any pretensions.. 
The article of which he complains was published in Se^ 
tember, 1852. An interval of more than a year aada 
half, therefore, has elapsed, during which oar corres- 
pondent's vigilance has slumbered ; and now that he has 
roused hinoisclf from his nap, he seems to ns to be in the 
condition of those who are suddenly awakened from sleep, 
and for some time do not see things very clearly. 

Had he been awake, and watching our proceedings, all 
the intervening time, we think he would have known aa. 
better than to suppose that we would " refuse to pobliab 
his letter, or seek to evade the difficulty [whatever that 
may be] in which hehas placed us." 

We do not at all profess to be infallible, and lookisg- 
back at the immense number of authorities and references 
which we have cited since the commencement of our 
labours, we suppose it not impossiUe that, notwithstanAig 
all onr care and diligence, we may have made occasional 
mistakes. All that we can do is, to invite our readers, 
some of whom are " watchful" enough, to call onr attestiea 
to any inaccuracies they may discover ; and when such 
are pointed out, we shall never be ashamed to make a manly 
acknowledgement of them. But we hope, before we con- 
clude, to prove to "Investigator" that, in the present 
instance, we have no occasion for any sudi acknowledge- 
ment. 

"Investigator" charges as with makiag a "garUed 
and false extract" from Bellarmioe, in our number for 
September, 1852. We there gave the original Latin text, 
at the foot of the page, accompanied by a reference to the 
exact paragraph of Bellarmine's works where it was to be 
found. One would think that before bringing such a giawa 
charge as that of a "false" quotation, "Investigator"' 
must have gone to Bellarmine's works and found we had 
cited him nnfeirly. If he consulted Bellarmine, he coidd 
not have been very wide awake when he did so, as the jww" 
position which we quoted is clearly maintained by tka 
Cardinal in the place referred to. But the truth, we be- 
lieve, is, that " Investigator" never went farthei- than " Mil- 
ner's End of Controversy ;" and we hope that what we have 
now to say wiU give him a lesson how he put& any egaft- 
denee, for the fiitore, in that very dishoeest writer. 

The charge of " garbling" brought against us, on Mil- 
ner's authority, appears to be this : that we representad 
Bellarmine as positively teaching^ as his own opinion, 
that if the Pope should err, by enjoining vices, or fcr- 
bidding virtues, the church wostd be boond to b^eve 
vices to be good and virtues evil; whereas, in tn^ 
(if we are to believe Milner), Bellarmine said of 
the doctrine of his opponents, . " this doctrine uxmU 
oblige the cbtireh to believe vices to be good and virtnes 
to be bad, in case the Pope were to err in teaefaii% 
this." Now, wlxat will our readers think of Milnei's 
effrontery when we tell them that these words, " this doc- 
trine would oblige," are not to be found in Bellarmine, 
that there is nothing equivalent to them, that they are 
not even implied by the sense of the passage, aad ibmt 
Bellarmine's words are literally and exactly as we gave 
them. This is something far worse than "garbling." A 
writer may, without intending any dishonesty, accidentally 
omit, in a hasty quotation, words which affect the meaniUR 
of the passage ; but, deliberately to insert words wlui£ 
completely alter the sense, is a piece of " chicanery" tat 
which we cannot imagine any excuse. 

It is quite true that this passage occurs in a place 
where Bellarmine is "engaged in proving the falsehood 
of his opponent's doctrine." The same may be said of 
almost any sentence in the cardinal's controvenisi 
writings. Bnt the sentence quoted by us is no part of tlia 
doctrine of his opponents : it is part of his own princq)les, 
by the help of which he confutes his adversaries, and if it 
were denied, his whole argument would fall to the grormd.* 
Why, he not only " positively teaches'' the proposition k* 
attributed to him, Ik also proves it. His proof rons as 
folSows : — The church is bound in doubtful matters to ac- 
quiesce in the judgment of the Pope, to do what he coni- 
mands, and not to do what he forbids : now since she would 
plainly tin against conscience if she did what she believed to 
be a vice, or abstained from what she believed to be virtue^ 
therefore, she is bound to believe that to be good which die 
Pope commands, and evil which he forbids. Consequently, 
if the Pope shoidd err in commanding vices, and prohibis* 
ing virtnes, then the church if bound to bdieve virtnes ta be 
bad, and vices good, unless she would sin against conacieneat 

It seems to us that the cardinal's proof is quite concla- 

• To expLiin the matter in logical laneiuge— BtilarniiiM aaacOa » 
hypothetical proposition, and proceeds to &rftne from the rcmottos €t 
the consequent to the remotioii of the antecedent Of cotir^fl offCh sft 
argument woold brealK du\ra if the lijpothctical proposiiion itaellfrert 
not true ; yet his defenders suppose th&t, becaua.; he denies the coiwft- 
qiKnt, he denies tl« bypotketica) praposttiso tHelf. A wnt of l^ti«* 
acumen thia which w«uU tuva nude dfiaro toae tila patiMtaa. - Fidt- 
DO off. lib. iU. C. 9. 
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^TB, w^ aiba.it las principle <« pciadpiB -eJeaiiy hia 
Mm, aot t^t of big c^ponenta), <^t the church is bound 
to aeqaicsee ia the jadgraeot «f the Pope, and the concla- 
■en wiueh Miloer thi^ it better to deny than to defend, 
Mlsins aUxaee. 

But Milner replies, BeUtumine is here speaking kgpo- 
^etiimUs. To be snre he is speaking hypothetically, 
■ad ire cited him as ^>eaking hjpothetically. We fancy 
leaner wished his leaders to goppose that "speaking 
iqrpotfaeticsUy-" means saying something that one does 
■at Miiere, or is not sure of, and does not wish to " teach 
IpMitively." For the benefit, then, of onr unlearned 
icatiers, we beg to explain that a hypothetical proposition 
neans nothing more than a sentence with an if in it ; 
oBd that one may be as sure of a hypothetical proposition, 
and tea(^ it as positively as any otlier. We may be 
qnite sore that, " if there is no rain we shall 
£aT« a bad harvest," even thongh we are not at all 
•ore whether it will rain or not, or whether the 
harvest will be good or not. Now, whatever virtues 
Ifcere may be in the cardinal's " if" we have faith- 
faUy preserved.* We do not accuse him of saying thst 
Fe^es are in the habit of commanding vices, and forbidding 
nrtiies : neither do we charge him with maintaining that 
the diurch is bound to believe virtues to be good, or vices 
aril ; it is quite beside the question to discus's what his o{h- 
mon may be on eithra- of these points ; but we re-assert, ad- 
liaedly, that Bellarmine maintains — what we admit to be, 
ia logical iangnage, a " hypothetical proposition," but still 
a very monstroos one, and worthy of as many notes of ex- 
(datnation as we may choose to a&x to it — viz., that " IF 
iiw Pope sI\ould so fiir err as to comm^id vice, and to pro- 
hibit virtues, then the church would be bound to believe 
that vices are good, and virtues evil ! ! I" 

We now call em " Investigator" to refer to Bellarmiae 
Umself, and to try whether he can find any trace of the 
words which Milner has interpolated. We look with some 
curiosity to see whether he will malte us the "ameiw/e ho- 
marable" for the unfounded charge he has brought against 
aa, or whether he will " seek to evade the difficulty in which 
fae has placed''— Atiiuc(/'. 



ON rNFALLlBrLITT. 
flu our March number, we inserted a letter from Mr. 
£ourke, so extremely long, that we were obliged to omit 
several valuable comniimications firom other respected 
correapondeats. As he has now sent as another letter, of 
almost equal lengtli, we trust he will not be offended, if 
we iweak it up into paragraphs, and make a few brief 
nemarka on each, as we go on. Our printer has direc- 
tions to insert as nuich of the letter as be can iiad room 
for.— Ed.] 

"to the editor or THX CJlTBOIAC iatkax. 

" Sir — I again beg to tender you my meed of thanks for 
ysar kindness in giving my last letter a place in your pe- 
riodical. I read with sorrow and not with anger, your 
cAnervations on that letter, which dearly showed that yon 
had lost equanimity in replying to it. Now, I would say, 
let Bs argne dispassionately, in a Christian spirit, and with 
tfiat charity which ' is not easily provoked.' Let us ' be 
kiBiIly affectioned one to another vrith brotherly love.' " 

[We should be sorry if any of our readers had good 
reason to suppose that the tone of our comments on Mr. 
Bourke's former letter exhibited a want of proper equani- 
iBTty. All we said was^that Mr. Kourke's second letter 
was very long, and declamatory, and dictatorial, rather 
than argumentative. We think so still ; and hope it was 
no breach of Christian charity to say so, especially when 
we, hi the same paragraph, praised the ability and clear- 
neasofhis previous letter. We can hardly regret having 
s«M so much, since Mr. Bonrke's present letter is conside- 
nMy more to the purpose.] 

" When I entered the field of controversy with yon, Mr. 
Bditor, I did so as a simple, nnleamed member of the Ca- 
tholic Church, and not as a logician or a theologian ; so if 
nj style of writing be quaint, and my language destitute 
of rhetorical and argumentative flourishes, your readers, I 
hope, will not be surprised, nor yourself disappointed." 

[To this we have only to say, that we beg, in future, 
Mr. Kourke wiU favour ns with as many arguments as 
he pleases, and as little as possible of the " rhetorical 
flourishes."] 

" Having said so much by way of preface, I will, with your 
germission, resume my subject, by giving, first, a quotation 
from tire Holy Book, which irrefragably proves the infalli- 
bility of the Church of Christ. The apostle of nations, in 
■writing to the Ephesians, says ' that God has not only 
placed in his church, apostles, prophets, and evangelists, 
but also pastors and teachers'— Eph. iv. 2. For what end? 
' Pbr the perfecting of the saints, for the work of the minis- 



••A carious instttncc of the reckless manner in whicli Roman Ca* 
*•« diTinea hare come U the delience of BellM-mine, is afforded by 
«r. Wiseman, or some other writer in the " Dublin Review," edited by 
Mm. Dr. Wordsworth having cited this same passaite from Bcllar- 
JUle, the rcTlewer writes—" What would Dr. Wordsworth lay of ns 
* T? *""" 'o ehaiBB him wilh the following opinion, which we (dre 
IB Ail own worda-' Tiie infidel might jnKly aawrt that all oor religion 

ta fc"*/'"™'"'™ ''""'■' ^'"^ '"»''= ^"^ '''"' his hook only what 
Jg n»s done with that of Bellarmine, suppressed the hypothetical 
"Tttv.,. . '* <l*^te true that the process ^ wtiieh the reviewer got 
^»n ui.U.„, out of Dr. Wordsworth's book was by mMilating a sen- 
•"■00. and >eavta( oM thv hypothetica] elanae ; k<it Dr. Wordsworth 
f,T "«" »»*w4iiwHa like nuBMr, kat copUsa His ^ as £«i«h- 
ruUy u we did ourselres. ~r~- » 



trv, for tin «diiyiag of the body of Christ." — Enh. ▼. 12. 
How long? 'TillweaU-scHae to^oB^of&itti.'— F^h. 
V. 13. for what end ? ' That henceforth we be no more 
like chiidiea, teased to and fro, and canaed about with «very 
wind <^ dotdrine, by the rieigbt «f men and comiing 
craftinessi whaiei^ they lie ia wait tou deceive.' — ^Eph. v. 
14. This is evidentlj spoken in leferenoe to the people 
who are hfflw tan^t — first, that the pastors of the church 
are appointed by God himself to be their guides in faith ; 
secondly, that these guides shall ooatinae ia the Cborch of 
Christ without ceasing to the end of the world — ' till we ail 
come to the imity of faith •' tjiirdly, that, in all contro- 
versies of religion, it belongs to these guides to fix the 
wavering judgment of the people, against all the wicked 
arts of impostors and sedacra"s, and that, by consequence, 
the faithful ought to rely on their directions with an ^tire 
confidence. For the apostle says^* We are of God : he 
that knoweth God heareth us ; he that is not of God, 
heareth us not. By this we Itnow the spirit of truth, and 
the spirit <rf error. — 1 John iv. 6. For unless they may 
be safely defwnded on, they would not fully answer the end 
of their iasUtotieD ; the people, especially the ignorant, upon 
every new and difficult debate, would be left in uncertainty, 
and might evrai suspect their guides to be their sedticers." 
[We have aow, agaia, to complain that Mr. Bonrke 
mixes ap very plain texts of Scripture with very doubtful 
comments of lua own. Every member of the Church of 
England readily assents to the statement of the apostle, 
that Grod has appointed pastors and teachers in his church, 
and that the office of such teachers is to instruct and edify 
the peofile, who are the body of ChrisL But what the 
apoMle does not assrat is, that such pastors and teachers 
cannot possibly fall into error, and that in every difficult 
debate the people may always absolutely depend on them 
without any uncertainty, or any necessity (rf inquiring for 
themselves. Now, a, divine of the CfaiHt:h of Rome can- 
not consistently adopt Mr. Kourke's interpretation of this 
passage ; for the Church of Borne acknowledge the orders 
of the Greek Church. Thei"e are about fifty millions of 
Christians whose pastors (aocordiDg to the Bomish 
theory) tea^ fatal error ; whose " guides are their sedu- 
cers; and on whose directions the "pec^e caiauit 
rely witi an eotire confidence." It is plain, therefore, 
that any texts which merely assert that God has ap- 
pointed an order of clergy for the teaching of the people, 
cannot be interpreted to mean, that the directions of such 
clergy can be followed implicitly without risk of error. 

It is scarcely necessary to say, how irrelevant is the text 
cited fi-om St. John's epistle, from which Mr. Sonrke 
■eems to infer that every clergyman of the present day is 
as divinely inspired as were St. John and his broUier 
apostles.] 

" But blessed for ever be tliemercyofGod who has settled 
upon earth a viaiUre church, which is the pillar and groBnd 
of truth, against vidiich the gates of bell shall never prevail ; 
and to which he has promised the Spirit of Truth for ever. 
So that I leave any one to judge whether they who refiise 
to submit their private reason to the authority of this 
Church, be not in danger of being seif-ccmvicted at the 
great tribunal of God ; and I leave it to him to consider 
whether any man can hope to attain salvation who lives 
wilfully out of the communion of that church which Christ 
came tp establish for the salvation of mankind, aRd«f which 
it is said' — ' The Lord added to the church daHy soch as 
should be saved.' — Acts ii. 47. If all men had hat faith 
enough to believe the church established by Christ him- 
self, to be onr guide, and humility enough to submit then- 
judgment to her's, there had never been any heresy in the 
Christian world. Which, as it shows, on the one hand, 
the excellency of Christ's institution, so, on the other, it is 
a dreadful instance of the pride and misery of mankind, 
who had rather lose heaven by presumption, than gain it 
by following better lights than their own." 

[This paragraph is pervaded by Mr. Bourke's old fol- 
lacy, that what is said in Scripture of the tUiiirch must 
neceasarily be understood of the Church of Some — a church 
which actually did not exist at the time to which the pas- 
sage in Acts ii. refers ! We are as certain as Mr. Bourke 
is, that BO man can rationally hope to attain salvation who 
lives wiUally out of the communion of the tme Church of 
Christ— of which, it is said in that chapter — " The Lord 
added to the chordi daily such as should be sa'ved."] 

" Well, I have given you nearly twenty passages from the 
Divine Book which clciu-ly, ay, irrefutably prove the in- 
fallibility of the Church of Christ. But you cannot see 
infallibility in those passages. I will teU you why you 
cannot see it. Because (I do not mean the slightest offence), 
you are walking in ' the valley of the shadow of death,' 
and because yon are ' blind without sloep.' " 

[This passa^ contains only " rhetorical and argumenta- 
tive flourishes ;*' we do not think it necessary to give any 
reply to it, beyond assuring Mr. B. that it does not disturb 
our " equanitnitjr" in the least. Whether it be oonsisbent 
with Christian charity to charge one's opponent with \vilful 
blindness to what ia izrefotably proved by the Holy Scrip- 
tures, we leave to the judgment of oor dispassionate 
readers.] 

" Pardon this digression. To continue, we believe that 
in the Gospel is recorded a part, and, indeed, a very small 
part, of what Christ did and preached during his visible 
existence on earth. — See John xxi. 25. 

" We believe the aoAors of those Gospels to have been 
inspired by the Holy Ghost, and, therefore, we believe every 



weed Aonteinedia than, as.piaceadii^finKtitM < 

of truth. As we bdie«» the Gosml iif nBiia< In b* « 

juj— 1 — V '-rlwn thnfnrinriTiiil n iliiias aallxijlf 

can ^^^nnd the saiue. We shadder at t^ iitm'athrm^ 
ing that divine book before the tribunal of taHt<d~«F iQl** 
mptad i«cuoB, and we candidly confess that, aftlwitf> «■ 
wae pro-vided with a greats 8h»e of -wisdom and tagMW- 

ledge than Solomon possessed, we -*-— '1 riiill 1 iiii«< 

of ourselves, to the ta^ of understuiding aad --p'lirwg 
the Gospd, or other parte of Holy Writ In this we aS 
confirmed by St. Peter, who says that 'nopiepheey«f(iM 
Scripture is made by private interpretation.' — 2 Peter L 2A. 
As we believe that Holy Scripture is the Woid of God, as 
we believe that Holy Scriptnrei, misrepresented, is not the 
Word of God, but the word of corrupted man ; and that 
Scripttu'e is often misrepi>e8ented, we are obliged to beUevo, 
£ram the assertion of St. Peter, who tells ns that the un- 
learned and unstable wrest the Scriptures to then: own de- 
struction. — See 2 Peter iii. 16. And likewise from our 
own observations. For, as " common sense" teUs us, that 
the Holy Ghost cannot be the author of contradictory doc- 
trines, so it tells ns that mimhers of docmnes, preached 
pretendedly &om Scriptore, must be false, as they stand is 
contradiction to other doctrines drawn from the same 
Scripture." 

[Mr. Bourke here draws Tery strange condnsions from 
the principles which we hold in common with him. We 
all agree, that tlie Scriptures were given by the inspiratioB 
of God, for the instruction of his people ; He knew the 
extent of man's ability, and He sardy had power to express 
those doctrines which He deemed it needfiil for man to 
know, in such language that a man of humble and teach- 
able mind could understand them. But, Mr. Bourke seeiiais 
to proceed upon the principle that the greater the wisdom 
of hmi who speaks, the greater the difiicnlty of nnd«- 
standing the meaning of what he says ; so that while any 
peasant can understand what a priest speaks or writes, not 
even " the wisdom of Solomon can understand or explain" 
what is written by the inspiration of God himself. 

Mr. Rourke quotes two passages from thesecoad Epistle 
of St. Peter, in support of his views. The first of these is 
plainly irrelevant. According to Mr. Bourke's own trans- 
lation, the passage states, how prophecy is ^' mode," oet 
how it is to be ex]>kiiiied ; which meaning appears, to be 
confirmed by the condading words of the verse, which Mr. 
Ronrke has omitted to cite — " for holy men of eld spake 
as they were moved by the Holy Ghost." The second pas- 
sage is a very favourite one with Boman Catholie contro- 
versial writers ; but familiar as we are with Mr. Bourke's 
mterpretations of Scripture, we needed no formal proof 
that it is very possible to wrest texts of the Bible to a senas 
very different from.what the writers intended. But, notwitto- 
standijij^ this, a moment's examination of the texl, from 
2 Pet 111. 16, proves two points — one, that in Bt. Feter'j 
time, the " unlearned and unstable" had the Scriptures in 
their hands, contrary to the modern practice of the Church 
of Borne ; the other, that the recaedy given by St. Petw 
for such risk of misinterpretation was not to close np tim 
volume of Scripture altogether, and trust to the interpre- 
tation of the church, which is the plan Mr. Kourke would 
suggest, but (see the following verse) " to grow in grace, aod 
in the knowledge of onr Lord and Saviour Jesus Christ" — 
a knowledge which can only be acquired by the constaat 
study of those very Sojiptures which are able to make us 
wise unto salvation. 

We quite agree with Mr. Bourke in the concluding a»- 
sertion of the paragraph, that " the Holy Ghost cannot b* 
the author of contradictory doctrines ;" and this is one of 
oor reasons for believing that cither the ancient or modem 
Church of Home must have erred grievously from the tras 
faith. If Mr. Rourke will refer to an article in our present 
number on this subject, he will find it proved, beyond tfas 
possibility of contradiction, that, upon several most impor- 
tant points, the ancient and modem Church of Rome do 
put forward contradictory doctrines. If the ancient Charch 
was right, then the modem Church of Rome is in great 
error. If, on the other hand, the modern doctrines b« 
true, then the Church of Rome could not always have been 
in&Uible. Mr. Rourke is at liberty to sdect whicberer 
hoTB o( the dilemma he pleases.] 

(To be cooUiiiied iu our next). 



ON PRAYERS FOR THE DEAD AND THE 
BURIAL SERVICE. 
We received some time ago a letter from Mr. E. Vower, 
for which we were unable to make room in our last two 
nimibers. Finding that its unmanageable length rendered 
it uncertain whether it could be inserted in the preseat 
number, we have been unwilling to postpone it any longer, 
and have, therefore, bad recourse to the same expedieat, 
as in the case of Mr. Rourke ; printing half of it now, aod 
leaving the other half for next month. 

TO THE EDITOR OF TEB CATBOUC UlTKAM. 

Sir— That Mr. Thomdftie did not hold the belief rf tJlo 
Church of England on the subject of prayers for the dead, 
is notorious from the passage which I cited from his writ- 
ings ; and hence the purpose fu' which I cited that pass«^ 
(though you could not conceive it), and to which I hate 
so palpably and exclusively applied it, mnst be self-evident 
— namely, to show how oddly the doctrine laid dotm 
thra«in contrasts with t&at of the boriai office ; for if tho 
doctrine advocated by this learned Protestant be orthodox. 



